ENDS AND MEANS
attempted to solve the economic problems of our time:
they have simply run away from them. * Appalled by the
complexities of life in an age ;of technological advance,
they have tried to go backwards. Their communities have
been little Red Indian* Reservations of economic primitives,
fenced away from the vulgar world of .affairs. But the
problem of modern industry and finance cannot possibly be
solved by setting up irrelevant little associations of handi-
craftsmen and amateur peasants, incapable in most cases
of earning their livelihood and dependent for their bread
and butter upon income derived from the hated world of
machines. We cannot get rid of machinery, for the simple
reason that, in the process of getting rid of it, we should
be forced to get rid of that moiety of the human race whose
existence on this planet is made possible only by the
existence of machines. The machine age in Erewhon had
evidently led to no startling increase of population; hence
the relative ease with which the Erewhonians were able to
return to the horse and handicraft civilization. In the
real world, machinery has resulted in the trebling of the
population of the industrial countries within a century and
a half. A return to horses and handicrafts means a return,
through starvation, revolution, massacre and disease, to
the old level of population. Obviously, then, such a
return is outside the sphere of practical politics. Those
who preach such a return and, in their communities of
devoted individuals, actually practise it, are merely shirking
the real issues. Machine production cannot be abolished;
it is here to stay. The question is whether it is to stay
as an instrument of slavery or as a way to freedom. A
similar question arises in regard to the wealth created by
machine production. Is this wealth to be distributed in
such a way as to secure the maximum of social injustice,
or the minimum? Governments and private companies
in the ordinary way of business are not specially concerned
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